U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
PALM SPRINGS-SOUTH COAST FIELD OFFICE

DECISION RECORD
CA-060-0010-003

NAME of PROJECT: Saeof Land to the City of Pam Springs

DECISION: It is my decision to approve the proposed sale of public lands as described
in Environmental Assessment (EA) number CA-060-0010-003. The proposed sale would
allow the City of Palm Springs to purchase 119.37 acres of public land for $2,102,000,
which is the fair market value of the public land based on an appraisal approved by the
Department of the Interior’s Appraisal Services Directorate. The proposed sale would
include both the surface estate and all federal minerals, which was considered in the
appraisal.

The public lands proposed for sale are now described as lot 7 in section 34, Township 3
South, Range 4 East, San Bernardino Base and Meridian, according to the supplemental
plat accepted March 29, 2010. This description encompasses and replaces what was
previously described in the EA as that portion of the north one-half of Section 34,
Township 3 South, Range 4 East, San Bernardino Base and Meridian, lying south of the
Chino Wash Flood Control levee. The proposed sale would include the surface and
mineral estate.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENTAND CONSULTATION: TheEA for the proposed sale
was available for review on the BLM’s Palm Springs website for approximately 5
months. A notice of realty action for the proposed sale was published in the Federal
Register and the Desert Sun newspaper and distributed to interested parties of
record, including adjacent landowners. BLM received one comment concerning
the effect of the sale on the Coachella Valley milk-vetch and has considered the
comment in this decision. BLM has not received any objections or protests to the
proposed sale.

After the EA was made available for public comment and review, the BLM received
a Biological Opinion from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (U.S.F&WS) dated
June 11, 2010. The Biological Opinion contained the U.S.F&WS’s determination
that the proposed sale would not jeopardize the continued existence of the Coachella
Valley milk-vetch and the Coachella Valley fringe-toed lizard. The Biological
Opinion also contained information that the public lands proposed for sale
contained suitable habitat for and may be occupied by fewer than 30 fringe-toed
lizards. The information from the Biological Opinion has been incorporated into
the EA and was considered in this decision.

During the consultation process, there was considerable discussion with the
U.S.F&WS as whether the lands proposed for sale were suitable habitat for the



Casey’s June beetle, as species currently proposed for listing under the Endangered
Species Act. BLM and the U.S.F&WS, after consulting with outside experts,
reached a consensus that the lands were not suitable habitat for the Casey’s June
beetle. Because this information was consistent with the information in the EA that
was made available to the public, it did not result in any change to the EA. The
information regarding the Casey’s June beetle is available in the casefile for this
land sale.

RATIONALE: The proposed sale isin conformance with the 1980 California Desert
Conservation Area Plan as amended. The public lands proposed for sale are not within
conservation areas identified in the Coachella Valley Multiple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan, which was prepared and approved by the CoachellaValley
Association of Governments. Although the public lands proposed for sale contain some
habitat suitable for the Coachella Valley milk-vetch and the CoachellaValley fringe-toed
lizard, the long term viability of the habitat to support these speciesis questionable. The
sale of these lands to the City of Palm Springs will provide land for a western campus of
the College of the Desert and serves to allow community expansion.

The lands proposed for sale have been examined in accordance with section 120(h) of
SARA. No evidence was found to indicate that any hazardous substances was stored for
one year or more or disposed of or released on the lands.

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: Environmental impacts associated with
the proposed action have been assessed. Based on the analysis provided in the attached
EA, | conclude the approved action is not amajor federal action and will result in no
significant impacts to the environment under the criteriain Title 40 Code of Federal
Regulations 1508.18 and 1508.27. Preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement to
further analyze possible impactsis not required pursuant to Section 102(2)(c) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969.

APPEALS: Thisdecision may be appealed to the Interior Board of Land Appeals,
Office of the Secretary, in accordance with the regulations at Title 43 of the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 4, and the information provided in Form 1842-1
(enclosed). If an appedl is taken, your notice of appeal must be filed in the Palm Springs-
South Coast Field Office, Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Department of the Interior,
1201 Bird Center Drive, Palm Springs, California 92262, within 30 days from receipt of
thisdecision. The appellant has the burden of showing that the decision appealed fromis
inerror.

If you wish to file a petition for a stay of the effectiveness of this decision during the time
that your appeal is being reviewed by the Board, pursuant to Title 43 of the Code of
Federal Regulations, Part 4, Subpart E, the petition for a stay must accompany your
notice of appeal. A petition for astay is required to show sufficient justification based on
the standards listed below. Copies of the notice of appeal and petition for a stay must
also be submitted to each party named in this decision and to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals and to the appropriate Office of the Solicitor (see 43 CFR 4.413) at the same



time the original documents are filed with this office. If you request a stay, you have the
burden of proof to demonstrate that a stay should be granted.

STANDARDS FOR OBTAINING A STAY

Except as otherwise provided by law or other pertinent regulations, a petition for a stay of
adecision pending appeal shall show sufficient justification based on the following
standards:

Q) the relative harm to the partiesif the stay is granted or denied,

2 the likelihood of the appellant’s success on the merits,

3) the likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm if the stay is not granted, and
4) whether the public interest favors granting the stay.

APPROVED 06/29/10
John Kalish, Field Manager Date

Palm Springs-South Coast Field Office
USDI Bureau of Land Management
1201 Bird Center Drive

Palm Springs, CA 92262



